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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to repty within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 



1 )I23 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 7 March 2005 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Ouay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-57 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-26.28-47 and 49-57 is/are rejected. 

7) K Claim(s) 27 and 48 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Art Unit: 3753 

This action is responsive to the communication filed March 17, 2005. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-3, 6-7, 10-12, 40, 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gire et al. 

Gire et al show a valve where the rotor is read as including a plurality of 
passages in that the common port at 1 is connected with a plurality of ports leading to 
3a-d, 4a-d. The recitations of inlet and outlet in these claims merely relate to intended 
use and are given no weight. 

Applicant's remarks have been fully considered but are not deemed to be 
persuasive. The various openings on the plug 5, at different levels along the plug, can 
reasonably be read as passages. 

Claims 4-5, 22-23, 25, 41-42, 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Gire et al in view of Flider. 

Gire et al show the claimed device except for a bias. Flider shows a spring for 
biasing a valve rotor to one position. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have used a spring in the valve of Gire 
et al to bias the rotor to a desired position. 

Claims 1 and 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ehrhardt. 
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Ehrhardt shows a rotary multiway valve which uses a stepper motor 24 to 
actuate, see column 2, line 55. The recitations of inlet and outlet in these claims merely 
relate to intended use and are given no weight. 

The amendatory claim language fails to distinguish over Ehrhardt as well. A 
passage runs from 29a-29c and another passage runs from 29a-29b, and the first part 
of the passages are common. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ehrhardt 
in view of Babin. 

Ehrhardt shows the claimed valve except for reduction gearing, which Babin 
shows. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used a reduction gearing as taught by Babin to increase 
the torque applied to the valve. 

Claims 1, 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Muckler. 

Muckler shows a rotary multiway valve with a T shaped passage. The recitations 
of inlet and outlet in these claims merely relate to intended use and are given no weight. 

The recited structure can be readily found in Muckler in the same manner as 
previously explained. 

Claims 1 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Snyder. 



* 
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Snyder shows a rotary multiway valve where outer portion 70 is read as the 
larger axial passage. The recitations of inlet and outlet in these claims merely relate to 
intended use and are given no weight. 

The recited structure can be readily found in Snyder in the same manner as 
previously explained. 

Claims 1 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Simpson. Simpson shows a valve with passages 26 and 32 connected by 34, which 
passages are read as internal in that they are within the cylindrical outline of the rotor. 

Claims 1, 19-20, 22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ford et al. 

Ford et al shows a rotary multiway valve where the rotor is spaced from the 
housing and the valve includes flexible seals. The recitations of inlet and outlet in these 
claims merely relate to intended use and are given no weight. 

The recited structure can be readily found in Ford et al in the same manner as 
previously explained. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ford et 
al in view of Koch et al. 

Ford et al show the claimed valve except the seals are carried by the rotor. Koch 
et al shows a rotary multiway valve where the seals are carried by the housing. It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have reversed the seals of Ford et al and carry the seals on the housing. 
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Claims 25, 28 and 49-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ford et al in view of Flider. Ford et al show the claimed valve except 
for a biasing means. Flider shows a spring for biasing a valve rotor to one position. It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have used a spring in the valve of Ford et al to bias the rotor to a desired 
position. 

Claims 25-26, 36-39 and 52-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Aoki et al in view of Spies et al and further in view of Flider. 

Aoki et al show a rotary multiway valve for a cooling circuit with valve 262, which 
appears to have two axial passages leading to and from the tank 4 and 4 radial 
passages, see Figures 3 and 16 in particular. Spies et al show a rotary multiway valve 
in the same environment which is biased, and Flider shows a rotary valve with a spring 
biasing the rotor. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided the Aoki et al valve with a spring bias in 
view of Spies et al and Flider. 

Aoki et al also have two passages with a common portion, which meets the claim 
language. 

Claims 29-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lehmann in view of Inoue et al. 

Lehman shows a rotary multiway valve as claimed except for the sensors. Inoue 
et al show a heater control valve with temperature and other sensors for controlling the 
valve through a processor. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art 
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at the time the invention was made to used such sensors in the system of Lehmann to 
similarly control the valve. 

As to Lehmann, see the remarks above. 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lehmann in view of Inoue et al as applied above and further in view of Spies et al and 
Flider. 

Spies et al show a rotary multiway valve in the same environment as Lehmann 
which is biased, and Flider shows a rotary valve with a spring biasing the rotor. It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have provided the Lehmann valve, as modified, with a spring bias in view of Spies et 
al and Flider. 

Claims 40 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bondi. 

Bondi shows a valve having plural connected flow passages and allows some 
flow between the rotor and body. The recitations of inlet and outlet merely related to 
intended use and are given no weight. 

Claims 27 and 48 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date, of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Fox whose telephone number is 571-272-4912. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Increased Flextime. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gene Mancene can be reached on 571-272-4930. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



* 



Application/Control Number: 10/605,473 



Page 8 



Art Unit: 3753 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



Johrr Fox 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3753 




